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Abstract This work defines two classes of processes, that we term tempered fractional mul-
tistable motion and tempered multifractional stable motion. They are extensions of fractional
multistable motion and multifractional stable motion, respectively, obtained by adding an
exponential tempering to the integrands. We investigate certain basic features of these pro-
cesses, including scaling property, tail probabilities, absolute moment, sample path proper-
ties, pointwise Holder exponent, Holder continuity of quasi norm, (strong) localisability and
semi-long-range dependence structure. These processes may provide useful models for data
that exhibit both dependence and varying local regularity/intensity of jumps.
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1 Introduction

Linear fractional stable motion (LFSM) can be represented by the stochastic integral of a
symmetric a-stable random measure dZ, (x), that is

X(t):/oo (-0 F ()T *|dzale).  teR, (1.1)

— 00

where 0 < o < 2,0 < H < 1, (v); = max{x,0} and 0° = 0. See for example Samorodnitsky
and Taqqu [11]. This stochastic process has two important features. It is self-similar with
Hurst parameter H, i.e. for any ¢ > 0, t1,...,tq € R,

(X(ctr), o X(cta)) £ (X (1), o T X (ta)),
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and it has stationary increments, i.e., for any 7 € R, (X(t) — X(0), —c0o <t < oo) <

(X(T +1t)— X(1), —0o<t< oo), where < indicates equality in distribution. Because its
increments can exhibit the heavy-tailed analog of long-range dependence (see Watkins et al.
[14]), the model is useful in practice to model, for example, financial data, internet traffic,
noise on telephone line, signal processing and atomospheric noise, see Nolan [I0] for many
references.

There exist at least three extensions of LFSM, i.e., linear multifractional stable motion
(LmFSM), linear fractional multistable motion (LFmSM) and linear tempered fractional
stable motion (LTFSM). Stoev and Taqqu [I213] first introduced LmFSM by replacing the
self-similarity parameter H in the integral representation of the LFSM by a time-varying
function H;. Stoev and Taqqu have examined the effect of the regularity of the function
H; on the local structure of the process. They also showed that under certain Holder reg-
ularity conditions on the function Hy, the LmFSM is locally equivalent to a LFSM, in the
sense of finite-dimensional distributions. Thus LmFSM is a locally self-similar stochastic
process. Whereas the LFSM is always continuous in probability, this is not in general the
case for LmFSM. Stoev and Taqqu have obtained necessary and sufficient conditions for the
continuity in probability of the LmFSM. Falconer and Lévy Véhel [6] defined the second
model extension of LFSM, called LFmSM. LFmSM behaves locally like linear fractional
a(t)-stable motion close to time ¢, in the sense that the local scaling limits are linear frac-
tional «(t)-stable motions, but where the stability index a(t) varies with ¢. This extension
allows one to account for the fact that the nature of irregularity, including the stability
level, may vary in time. See also Falconer and Liu [7] where the a-stable random measure
in (LI) has been replaced by a time-varying «(t)-multistable random measure. Recently,
Meerschaert and Sabzikar [9] defined the third extension, termed LTFSM, by adding an
exponential tempering to the power-law kernel in a LFSM. They showed that the LTFSM
exhibits semi-long-range dependence, and therefore provides a useful alternative model for
data that exhibit strong dependence.

In view of trying to combine the properties of both LFmSM and LTFSM, we define in
this work a new stochastic process by adding an exponentiel tempering to the power-law
kernel of LFmSM. Our linear tempered fractional multistable motion (LTFmSM) is thus
an extension of LFmSM and LTFSM. In particular, linear tempered fractional multistable
motion behaves locally like the linear fractional «(t)-stable motion with stability index
a(t) that varies in time ¢, and it exhibits semi-long-range dependence structure as LTFSM
does. Similarly, to combine the properties of both LmFSM and LTFSM, we define another
new stochastic process, called linear tempered multifractional stable motion (LTmFSM), by
adding an exponentiel tempering to the power-law kernel of LmFSM. This new process
is also of semi-long-range dependence structure. We investigate basic properties of the two
new processes, including scaling properties, tail probabilities, absolute moment, sample path
properties, pointwise Holder exponent, Holder continuity of quasi norm and (strong) localis-
ability. Such properties are important and have been widely studied. For instance, Falconer
and Liu [7] have investigated sample path properties, localisability and strong localisability
of LFmSM; Le Guével and Lévy Véhel [§] have investigated the pointwise Holder exponent
of LFmSM; Ayache and Hamonier [2] have examined the fine path properties of LmFSM;
Meerschaert and Sabzikar [9] have studied scaling properties, sample path properties and
Holder continuity of quasi norm of LTFSM.

The reader will note that, in this work, our emphasis is on the properties that set apart
LTFmSM and LTmFSM, rather than on their common ones. Further work is needed to
introduce and study linear tempered multifractional multistable motion (LTmFmSM). We



Fractional multistable motion and multifractional stable motion 3

believe that studying the specific properties of LTFmSM and LTmFSM will be helpful for
future investigation of LTmFmSM.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we define the linear
tempered fractional multistable motion and the linear tempered multifractional stable mo-
tion. In Section [3] we elucidate the dependence structure of the two stochastic processes. In
Sections [4] - B, we analyze their properties.

2 Definitions of LTFmSM and LTmFSM

Throughout this paper, for given 0 < a < b < 2, the function « : R — [a, ] will be a
Lebesgue measurable function that will play the role of a varying stability index. We recall
the definition of variable exponent Lebesgue space:

Fo :={f : [ is measurable with ||f]||, < oo}

1 lla = {)\>o; /Z‘@

Then || - ||» is a quasinorm.

Falconer and Liu [7] defined the multistable stochastic integral 1(f) := [ f(z)dMa(z), f €
Fa, by specifying the finite-dimensional distribution of I. Here and after, dM, (x) stands for
the multistable measure, which is an independently scattered symmetric random measure.
Assume «(z) € [a,b] C (0,2]. Given f1, fa,..., fa € Fa, Falconer and Liu defined a proba-
bility distribution on the vector (I(f1),1(f2),...,1(fa)) € R* by the following characteristic
function

where

a(z)
dx = 1}. (2.2)

o0

. n a(x)
Ele i "’““f“} = exp{ */ ‘Z%fk(x) dfﬂ}-
T k=1

The essential point is that «(z) may vary with 2. With the definition of multistable stochastic
integral, Falconer and Liu [7] (cf. Proposition 4.3 therein) defined linear fractional multistable
motion (LFmSM)

X(t):/oo [(tfz)f_ﬁ“) —(—z)f_ﬁ}dMa(x). (2.3)

They also investigated some basic properties of LFmSM, such as localisability and strong
localisability.
By adding an exponential tempering to the power-law kernel in LFSM (L)), that is

XH,a,)\(t) — / |:ef)\(t7m)+ (t . x)f_

A > 0,0 < a < 2and H > 0, Meerschaert and Sabzikar [9] recently defined the so-
called linear tempered fractional stable motion (LTFSM). They showed that LTFSM is
short memory, but its increments behave like long memory when A is very small. Thus
LTFSM exhibits semi-long-range dependence structure, and it provides a useful alternative
model for data that exhibit strong dependence.

Similarly, by adding an exponential tempering to the power-law kernel in a LFmSM
23), we define the following linear tempered fractional multistable motion. Such process is
an extension of both LFmSM and LTFSM mentioned above.

L H-—L

o — e M ()T | dZ, (), (2.4)
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Definition 1 Let a(z) € [a,b] C (0,2] be a continuous function on R. Given an inde-
pendently scattered symmetric multistable random measure dM, (z) on R, the multistable
stochastic integral

oo 1 1
XH,a(m),/\(t) ::/ [G—A(t—mh (t*:c)f a(x) e*/\(fm)+(7z)f () dMa(:c) (2.5)

— 00

with0 < H < 1, > 0, (z)+ = max{z,0}, and 07 = 0, € R, will be called a linear tempered
fractional multistable motion (LTFmSM).

Remark 1 With the exponential tempering, we can also define multistable Yaglom noise

oo H—
YH,am,A(t):/ {e‘“t—”m(t—:c)+ C*(ﬂdMa(x), A> 0.

In particular, when a(z) = 1/H € (0, 2], multistable Yaglom noise is known as Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck process, see Example 3.6.3 of Samorodnitsky and Taqqu [11]. When a(z) = « for
some constant «, multistable Yaglom noise is called stable Yaglom noise, see Meerschaert
and Sabzikar [9]. It is obvious that fractional multistable Yaglom noise is a multistable
stochastic integral. It is also easy to see that

Xt a@At) = Yoa@a(t) = Yia@a(0),  A>0.
Denote by
“A(t—a) H-3 A(-o) H- oy
GHa@\(t,x)=e Ht—x), —e H(—x), , A> 0. (2.6)

It is easy to check that the function G'g ;)\ (t, ) belong to F,, so that LTFmSM is well
defined. Moreover, by the definition of multistable integral (cf. Falconer and Liu [7]), the
characteristic function of X o(4,1(t) is given as follows:

d
. d
E[ezzkzl"kxff’“@“(tk)} = eXp{ */ ’Z%GH,a(z),A(tk,»’C)

T k=1

oo

amdz}. (2.7)

Similarly, when the Hurst parameter H of (24 varies with time ¢, we have another
extension of LTFSM.

Definition 2 Let H; € [a, b] be a continuous function on R. Given an independent scattered
SasS stable random measure dZ,(x) on R with control measure dz, the stable stochastic
integral

Xu, an(t) = / [e—k(t—zﬂ (t— x)ft—é _ e—A(—m)Jr(_l.)ft—i dZo(2) (2.8)
with 0 <o <2, A >0, (x); = max{z,0}, and 07 = 0, € R, will be called a linear tempered
multifractional stable motion (LTmFSM).

Denote

N et G (s e e P S F D S 1)

By the definition of stable integral (cf. Samorodnitsky and Taqqu [I1]), the characteristic
function of X g, o, () is given as follows:

E eiZ::1 ekXHtva,A(tk):| —_ exp{ —/ ‘Z@kGHha’,\(tk,SC)‘adiC}-
X k=1
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The characteristic function of Xg, o A(t) is given as follows:

Z kG H, o\ (tks x)‘ad:c}.

OO‘
k=1

E eizzzl 9k.XHt,a,A(tk->} = eXP{ */

3 Dependence structure of LTFmSM and LTmFSM

In this section, we study the behaviour of increments of LTFmSM and LTmFSM, usually
termed the “noise” of these processes.
Denote by
Y(t)=X({t+1)—X(t) forintegers —oo <t < o0

the noise of the processes X . Astrauskas et al. [I] studied the dependence structure of linear
fractional stable motion using the following nonparametric measure of dependence (see also
Meerschaert and Sabzikar [9]). Define

Ry, (t) = R(01,02,t1,t1 +t) :=E {ei(ely(tl)wzy(tl”))} —-E [eiely(tl)} E [ewzy(tlﬂ)}
for t1,t,01,05 € R. If we also define
I(01,602,t1,t1 +t) = log (E {ewly(tl)D + log (E {ewa(tlH)D
“log (E {ei(elY(tl)-i-BgY(tl-i-t))} )’
then we have
Ry, (t) = K(61,02,t1,t1 + 1) (671(61"62"“’“”) - 1)5 (3.9)

where . .
K(el, 92’ t,t + t) — E[6191Y(t1)} E |:6192Y(t1+t):| )

In particular, for stationary processes, Ry, (t) does not depend on t, see Meerschaert and
Sabzikar [9]. In this case, we denote Ry, (t) by R(t) for simplicity. Note however that the
increments of the two processes that we define in this work are not stationary in general.

We first recall the dependence structure of LTFSM. Given two real-valued functions
f(#),g(t) on R, we will write

f(t) < g(t)
if |f(¢)/g(t)] < C; for all £ > 0 sufficiently large and some 0 < C; < oco. In particular, if
f(t) = g(t) and g(t) < f(t), we will write

f#) = g(t).

Thus f(t) < g(t) is equivalent to C1 < |f(t)/g(t)| < Cs for all ¢ > 0 sufficiently large and
some 0 < C; < Cy < co. With these notations, Meerschaert and Sabzikar [9] recently proved
that if A > 0 and 0 < o < 1, then TFSN has the following property

R(t) = e—)\attHoz—l

for 6102 # 0. Meerschaert and Sabzikar [9] also proved that if A > 0,1 < o < 2 and é < H,
then TFSN has the following property

R(t) < e Mt —%

for 9192 75 0.
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3.1 Dependence structure of LTFmSM

The following two theorems show that LTFmSM and LTFSM share the similar dependence
structure.

Definition 3 Given an LTFmSM defined by (Z3]), we define the tempered fractional mul-
tistable noise (TFmSN)

Yi,a@)a(t) = Xaa@a(t+1) = Xaa@)a(t) (3.10)
for integers —oo < t < oc0.

In particular, if a(z) = « for a constant o € (0,2], then the TFmSN reduces to the
tempered fractional stable noise, see Meerschaert and Sabzikar [9].

Proposition 1 Let a(z) € [a,b] C (0,1) be a continuous function on R. Let Yi o(z),1(t) be
the tempered fractional multistable noise (FI0). Recall Ry, (t) defined by (39) with Y (t) =
YH,a(2),(t). Assume A > 0. Then

e*AbttHafl j Rtl (t) j ef)\attHbfl (311)
for any t1 € R and 6105 # 0.

Proof. By the definition (2.8), TFmSN has the following representation

o0 _ 1 _ 1
YH,a(z),A(t) = / [6—/\(t+1—z)+(t 41— x)f alz) _ e—)\(t—z)+(t _ x)f “‘I)}dMa(ac).

— 00

H——L_
Define gi(z) = e =2+ (¢t —2), °® for t € R and write

[} o(x)
I(61,00,t1,t1 +1) = / ‘91 (96, +1(7) = g1, ()] + O2[gt, +141(2) — gy 14 (2)]|  dz
0 a(z)
[ el - g @) da
0 a(z)
—/ ‘92[gt1+t+1($) — gt +t(2)] dx
= (1) + Ln(2), (3.12)

where

a(x)

t1
o0

Li(t) = [ <’91 [9t:+1(z) — g1, (2)] + O2[gt, +141(T) — gty 44(2)]
a(x)

i)

~|6rlgn 1) = 9 @) = |Balgn e (@) = g ele

and

a(z)

L(t) = /t““ (’919t1+1($) + 02[gt, +1+1() — gty +4(2)]

a(z)

a(x)
) >d:c.

- ‘92[gt1+t+1(z) - 9t1+t($ ]

- ’919t1+1(5ﬂ)



Fractional multistable motion and multifractional stable motion 7

Using the following inequalities
0 < |z |™ + |z2|® — |21 + 22]* < 2|22]” (3.13)
for all 1,22 € R and 0 < a < 1, we obtain
L(t) <0 and  I(t) <O0. (3.14)

First, we give an estimation for I1(¢). By B.I3), it is easy to see that for ¢t > 1,

UEEY N

— 00

t1
S 2(|92|a + |92|b)€7/\attHb71/

— 00

a(x)
dx

02[9t, +t+1(x) — gt,+4()]

a(z)

_1
‘[9t1+t+1($) — grae(@)]eMtmm T da,

Notice that Ha(xz) < 1. For x < t; and ¢ > 1, we deduce that

a(x)

1 __ g
’[gt1+t+1($) — i, t(2)]eM 5@

1 _ 1
N ) (e/\(1+ 1 +tt1 —ZC)H al@ (1 n t t—w)H am)

1 — Ha(z)—1 — Ha(z)—1
Se—)\a(tl—z)(l_i_e—k)b((l_i_ +ttl (E) +(1+t1t (E) )

a(x)

S 26—)\a(t1—l)(1 + e—)\)b
=: F)(z). (3.15)
Thus

t1

@] <266l + 162") [ Frla)da

< C1(|62]* + 162]"),
where C7 > 0 depends only on a,b and \. Hence
L] < Crlfa]® + (02" e~ 407 (3.16)
Next for I5(t), we have the following estimation. Using inequality (313) again, we obtain
fatl o(x)
Ol <2 [ [6elgiisen (@) - guseo] e (317)
t1

Applying the mean value theorem to see that for ¢ > 2 and any « € (¢1,t; + 1), we have

‘gt1+t+1($) - 9t1+t($)‘

_ 1 i
< ’ _ /\e—A(u—z)(u _ z)H = +(H - @) )e Aw ﬂc)(u ) ) 1‘
1 1 1
< ’A(t’l)(/\t—lH_Mw) —— —H)(t-1" am‘l)
e (4= 1) 4 (s~ (- )

(
< e_”\(t_l)(% —H+ (-1 5,
a\r
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where u € (t1 +t,t; +t + 1). Returning to 317, we get

t1+1

1 _ 1 a(l)

| (8)] < 2(]602]* + |92|b)/ e NN (—— g Nt-1" @ dx
t1 a(‘r)

< Co(|02]* + 162|071 (3.18)

for large ¢, where Co > 0 depends only on a,b, H and A\. Combining the inequalities (B12)),

BI4),3I6) and BI]) together, we obtain
0 < —I(01,0,t1,t; +1) < Cze M= a5t — oo, (3.19)
where C3 does not depend on t. Using the following equality

«

Tor ¥ e

|1 |* 4 [22]|Y — |21 + 22| = |22|* —

for all z1,z2 # 0 with |z2| small enough, 0 < a < 1 and some |f] < 1, we obtain for any
21 #0and 0 < a < 1,

21|+ 22| — |21 + 22| ~ 22| (3.20)

as xo — 0. It is easy to see that for t; < x <t; 4+ 1 and t > 2,

1
Hm gy, o1 (2) — gey e (2)]eM = 1
t—o0

— lim e—Mt—o) (e—/\(1+ 1+t —x)H_ﬁ B (1+ t1 —QU)H_ﬁ)
+

t—o00 t t
= e MhTP) (e7A ) (3.21)
and
(@) —A(t1—x) -2 (@) —aXtyl—Ha
190 401(2) = g (@] < [e 0D (24 o) [T gt

Thus [g¢, +t4+1(2) — gt +¢(2)], t1 < 2 < t; + 1, converges uniformly to 0 as ¢ — co. Applying
the dominated convergence theorem yields for 6165 # 0, we have

htl a(2)
@)= [ [flsna@ - gt do (322)
t1
and
t1+1 1 H O‘(I)
lim inf | I (t)| e* =% > lim ’92[gt1+t+1(x) — g e (@)] Mt T dx
t—o0 t—o00 t
fifl a(2)
=/ ‘92 [e72=2) (1 — ™M) da. (3.23)
ty
Then (312), 314) and (B3:23) implies that for all large ¢,
1
—1(01, 05, 11,01 + 1) > = Do(t) = | BL()] > 5Cs e Ao (3.24)

where Cy = tt11+1 |2[e= 21 =2 (1 — e7?)] ‘a(m)d:c does not depend on ¢. Combining (3.19)

and ([B.24) together, we have

e ANHHAL < 10,0, 1,1 + 1) < e ML (3.25)
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for 6105 # 0. It is easy to see that
K(ela 923t13t1 + t)

! H7+ H— 1
= eXp{ - / ’91[6_/\(1_u)+(1 —u), ottt 6_)‘(_“)+(—u)+ a(t1+u)]

a(ti+u)
du}

H— a(ti+t+u)
du}

1 H——1
% exp{ _/ ‘92[6—)\(1—u)+(1 _ u)+ a(tytitu) e—/\(—u)+(_u)+

(i+)
atltu]

1
> exp{ —2(joul +10aP) [ Mﬂu)du},
where
M)\(u) — e—)\a(l—u)+ ((1 _ u)fa—l + (1 _ u)fb—l) + e—/\a(—U)+ ((_u)fa—l + (_u)fb—l)
is integrable on (—oo, 1] with respect to u, and that
K(91392)t1)t1 +t) S 1.

Since I(01,02,t1,t1 +t) — 0 as t — oo, it follows from [B.9]) that Ry, (t) ~ —K (01,02, t1,t1 +
t)I(61,02,t1,t1 +t). Hence (BI0) follows by (B.:25]). O

Proposition 2 Let a(x) € [a,b] C (1,2] be a continuous function on R. Let Yy o(z),(t) be
the tempered fractional multistable noise (310). Recall Ry, (t) defined by (39) with Y (t) =
Yi,a@)\(t). Assume X >0 and 1/a < H < 1. Then

e M=% Ry (1) = e MHE (3.26)
for any t;1 € R and 6105 # 0.
Proof. Recall I;(t) and Iz(t) defined by [BI2]). Notice that
|1 + 22|® — 21| — |22|* ~ @z |20 ! (3.27)

for all 2o # 0,21 — 0 and 1 < a < 2. First, we give an estimation for I (). It is easy to see
that for x <t; +1, 1/a < H and large t,

1 __ g
’[9t1+t+1($) — g1, 1(2)] Mt ’

1 —\H-35 —a\H-3t5
e—x(tl—m)(e—x(1+ + 1 x) <>_(1+t1 x) <>)‘

t t
L+t — 2\ H-a& t1 —x\H- =t

Se—/\(tl—z)(l_’_e—,\)((l_’_ + t1 x) @ 4 (1+ 1t x) ())

<2 M (] e N2 4ty — )T (3.28)

and

1 __ g
(9014441 (%) — gty 42(2)] N T

1 1 _ H— -~ _ H——L_
_ eA(tlI)((eA/(HW)(l_’_ %) _i_e*)\/(H*m)tl . x) ale) (1+ t1 x) "(m))

- €A<t1x>((1 L M-t t—w)H*m 1+ tlt—x)Hm)

<0. (3.29)
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Then (3.28) and (3:29) together implies that for x <t; + 1, 1/a < H and large ¢,

0> gty +e41(2) — gty +4(2)
> =21+ e e M e NI 2ty — )

1 1
—2(1+ e_’\)eQ’\JF%—H(—H _ 3)H7i e~ MgH—3
. .

Y

Thus [g¢, +++1(2) — gt +¢(x)] is negative and converges to 0 uniformly for x € (—oo,t1] as
t — oo. By ([B.21), we obtain for large ¢,

11 (1)]
t a(z)—1
<2 [ a@)|telon 01 (@) = g0 01@)|[ Bl 1 (2) - g @) o
ast pp o1l [ a(@)=1
< oafmax {Joa L 00a 1} [ Jonsena(@) = g @) Jora (@) — 90 ()]
Therefore, for large t and x < t1,
(11 (t)]
< 416 max{|6:|*, |67}
t1 1 H-—— a(z)—1
X / e MHTEE (1467 (2 +t — x) ) g At =) 9t +1(x) — gt (x) dx
< 416 max{]6; 71, |67 e M7
t1 H—ﬁm) a(z)—1
X / (1+e™?) (2 +t — z) e M= Dg, L (2) — gr, (@) dx. (3.30)

1

Recall gy(z) = e A2+ (¢t — :c)f_m, and that

a(z)—1 a(z)—1

+

a(z)—1
<

gty +1(z)

gt1+1(x) — 9t (JS) 9, (T

(cf. BI3) for the last inequality). Since a(z) —1 <b—1< 1land H > 1 > ﬁ, from

(330), we obtain

L ()] < Cal6a] max { |03, 101~ e eH -, (3.31)

where C; does not depend on ¢. Next, we give an estimation for I(t). Using (B3.27) again,
we obtain for large t,

ttl a(2)
man:/
ty

6191,1(2) + Oalger 41 () = g2

a(z)

a(z)
dz

—‘919t1+1($) - ‘92 (98, +t+1(2) — g2, +¢(2)]

a(z)—1
dx

t1+1
<2 [ a@)falgi e (@) - 9140|1901 (0
t1

a(z)—1

dx.

t1+1
< 4|6, max{|91|“’1, |91|b71}/ ‘9t1+t+1($) - gt1+t($)‘ ‘gt1+1($)

t1
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By 328, it follows that for large ¢,

[I(8)] < 4162  mac {01, oy~ he At

a(z)—1

T

t1+1 1
X / ef)‘(tlim)(l + 67)\)(2 +1t1 — z)H_m gt1+1(x)

ty

< Cy)6] max{|91|a*1, |91|b*1} e Myt (3.32)
where Cy does not depend on t. Therefore, from [B31)) and [B.32)), for large ¢,
[1(6y, 00, t1,t1 + )| < Cye M7 (3.33)

where C5 does not depend on ¢.

By (327), we have

a(z)—1

dx.

B0 [ @]l o) g @]9 2)

t1

Applying (3.21) and the dominated convergence theorem yields

lim inf | I (¢)|e s —H
t—oo
> lim |65 ming[61]"~", 162"~}

a(z)—1

dx

t1+1 [
X [t +t+1(%) = g, 42 ()] T2 g +1()

t1

a(z)—1
dx.

t1+1
= |6 min{|6y |, |91|b_1}/ e M0 (1 — e gy 4 (@
t1

Thus for 6,05 # 0,
L (t)] = e Mt~ (3.34)
Notice that (3:27) and ([B3.29) implies that
Li(t)I2(t) = 0 (3.35)
for large t. Combining 333) and 334) together, we have for 6102 # 0,
e M=% 2| L(H)] < 101,09, t1, 8, + 1) < e M7, (3.36)

Since I (61, 02, t1,t1+t) — 0 ast — oo, it follows from [B9) that Ry, (t) ~ —K (01,02, t1,t1+
t)I(61,02,t1,t1 +t); hence (B:26) holds. ]
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3.2 Dependence structure of LTmFSM

In this section, we consider the increment of LTmFSM. The following two theorems extend
the dependence structure of LTFSM to the case of LTmFSM.

Definition 4 Given an LTmFSM defined by (2.8)), we define the tempered multifractional
stable noise (TmFSN)

YH,“ay)\(t) = XHt+1,a,A(t + 1) — XHt,a,)\(t) (337)
for integers —oo < t < oo.

In particular, if H; = H for a constant H € (0,1), then the TmFSN reduces to the
tempered fractional stable noise. The next theorem shows that LTmFSM has a dependence
structure more general than that of LTFSM.

Proposition 3 Let H; € [a,b] be a continuous function on R. Let Y, o x(t) be a tempered
multifractional stable noise (3.37) for some 0 < a < 1. Recall Ry, (t) defined by (3.9) with
Y (t) = Y, ax(t). Assume A > 0. Then

Ry, (t) = e~ retpadl=1 (3.38)
fOT 9192 7& 0.

Proof. By the definition (2.8]), TmFSN has the following representation

Y, .an(t) = / [G—A(H—l—lﬂ (t4+1— x)ft“_é _ e A=) (t — z)ft_i} dZ, ().

1
Define hy(x) = (t — x)ft “e~Mt=2)+ for ¢ € R and write

[e3

I(01,0o,t1,t +1t) = /_OO }91[ht1+1($) — hty ()] + Oa[ht, 4141(2) — hey 4(2)]| dz

(0%

_ /O:o ‘91 (hey1(2) = e, (2)]| da

(e

- /_Z ’92 [ty 141 (2) = Pty e (2)]| dae

= I3(t) + L(t), (3.39)

where

(03

t1
o)

B0 = [ ([ @) = b @]+ Oulinsrir ()~ ()]

~|61lhs 1 (&) = oy (@)

- ‘92[ht1+t+1(x) — fuy 44(2)]

a) dx

and

(e

n = [ - ([61h 1200 + Balbissa@) = o)

*‘91ht1+1($)

- ‘92[ht1+t+1(z> — 42 (2)]

a)dz.
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Using (B.I3) again, we obtain
I3(t) <0 and I4(t) <0. (3.40)

First, we give an estimation for I5(¢). For large ¢,

|k@ﬂ§2/l

— 00

(63

dzr

Oa[heyi+1(x) — ey e ()]

t1

< 2|92|ae_/\mtaHt_1/ [ty i1 () — by ()] em 1| da.

— 00

Recall H; € [a,b]. Tt is easy to see that for x <¢; and t > 1,

[e3%

‘[ht1+t+1(~’0) — By ()M~

e M) (e)‘ (1 + W#)HPZ _ (1 n 31 tZE)Ht—a)

1 t1 — Hia—1 t1 — Hia—1
e (e G

[e3

< ePalti=a)(] 4 o= Ao pay {2, 2+t —2) " (14t — ;c)””“l}
= FA(,I)
Thus

t1
|I5(£)] At = < 2], / Fr(z)d

S C’1 |92|a7
where C7 > 0 depends only on «a,b and A. Hence
|I3(t)| < Oy |Bg] e At =1, (3.41)

Next for I4(t), we have the following estimation. Using inequality (313) again, we obtain

t1+1 a

‘14(15)\ <2 /t ‘92[htl+t+1(z) — hyyre(2)]] da. (3.42)

Applying the mean value theorem to see that for ¢ > 2 and any = € (¢1,¢; + 1), we have

ity 441 (@) — ht1+t(~’0)‘

1

<[ A ) (01— D)

<MD (M- ) g (- )

< e*MH)(é —H, + \)(t— 1Tz, (3.43)
where u € (t1 +t,t; +t + 1). Returning to (3:42), we get

a it —A(t—1) 1 H,o—1|%
‘14(t)}g2|92| ‘e (o = He+ M|t = 1174 do

t1
< Oy|fg| e Aotpai=1 (3.44)
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for large t, where Cy > 0 depends only on a,b and A\. Combining the inequalities (339,

B40), B4 and B.44) together, we obtain

0< —1(91, 0o, t1,t1 + t) < Cg|92|a€_>\atﬁaHt_1 (345)

for large t, where C5 does not depend on ¢. By ([B.20)), it holds for ¢ — oo,

[e3%

t1+1
[L(®)] = / ‘92[ht1+t+1(z) = iy i (2)]| da.

t1

Similar to (B2I]), it is easy to see that for t; <x <t;+ 1 and t > 2,

A" ’eiA(“*z) (1—e?) ’a. (3.46)

Hm | [, 4141 (2) — he, 4 (2)]
t— o0
Applying the dominated convergence theorem yields

t1+1 e}

liminf |1 (t)| e*** ¢!~ > lim ’92[ht1+t+1($) - ht1+t($)]e/\tté7h’t dx
t—o0 t— o0 t
t1+1
:/ 020720 =2) (1 — =) |“da. (3.47)
t1
Then (3:39), B40) and [B.41) implies that for large ¢,
1
—I1(01,02,t1,t1 +1) > —I4(t) = |14(t)| > 5(Jg,e—*wt#“qt—l, (3.48)

where C5 = tt11+1 |02e=A(t1=2) (1 — e=)|“dx does not depend on t. Combining (345) and

B48) together, we have
I(01,09,t1, 1) +t) < e rtpate=l (3.49)
for 6105 = 0. It is easy to see that
K(01,0s,t1,t1 +1)

1 1 _1 |«
= eXp{ —/ ‘91 [e*A(lqu(l o u)ftlﬂ—z . e*/\(*u)+(_u)ft1 a] du}

1 . B
X exp{ —/ ’92[6*/\(17u)+(1 _ u)ft1+t+1_2 _ e*A(fu)+(7u)ft1+t 7

> exp{ - 2(|91|°‘ + |92|a) /1

— 00

adu}
T(u)du},
where
T() = e 079+ (1= w)3"=! 4 (1= )71 ) e (Cu)3 ™+ (—u) )
is integrable on (—oo, 1] with respect to w, and that |K(01,02,t1,t1 + t) . Since

| <1
1(91,92,251,151 +t) — 0 as t — oo, it follows that Rt1 (t) ~ —K(Gl,eg,tl,tl +t)[(91,92,t1,t1+
t); hence ([B38) follows by (3:49). O



Fractional multistable motion and multifractional stable motion 15

Proposition 4 Let H; € [a,b] be a continuous function on R. Let Yi, o, (t) be a tempered
multifractional stable noise (3.37). Recall Ry, (t) defined by (3.3) with Y (t) = Yu, ax(t).
Assume A >0, 1 < a <2 and1/a < H;. Then

Ry, (t) < e MiHe—a (3.50)
fOT 9192 7& 0.

Proof. Recall I5(t) and I4(t) defined by ([B:39). By an argument similar to ([8.35]), we have
for large t,

L(H)I4(t) > 0. (3.51)
First, we give an estimation for I5(¢). Using the inequality ([8:27), we obtain

a—1

dx

i<z [ m o Balht, 1 (@) = Do @)]| |02l 11 () = o, (@)

a—1

t1
< 4/6,][6,] / [hevsenn (&) = Ay (@) e 1 (@) = ey (@) e

By an argument similar to (28], it is easy to see that for large ¢ and = < ¢y,

’[ht1+t+1(x) — by (@) Mer | < 207 M) (1 4 N2 4ty —2)Hemw . (3.52)

Therefore, for large t and x < t1,
[I5()] < 8[02[161]*

h 1 _1 a—1
X / e M T(l+e ™2+t — :I:)Ht wem M= Dn, L (x) — hy, () dx

— 00

< 8|92||91|a7167)\tth7é

x /tl 14e?) (2 b — :c)b_%e*Wl*z) hoy () — by ()] de (3.53)
From ([B3.53)), we obtain
[I3(1)] < Cal0a]]01|° e~ M=, (3.54)
where C7 does not depend on t. Similarly, we have for large ¢,
|14(£)] < Calba]|0y |~ e MeM 5, (3.55)

where C3 does not depend on t. Therefore, from [B.54) and B.53), for large ¢,
11(01, 0, t1,t1 + )] < Cs]05]/01]* Le Mt x (3.56)

where C5 does not depend on ¢. By ([B.27) we have for large ¢,

a—1

1 t1+1
a(t)] = 5/ a‘92[ht1+t+1($) - ht1+t($)]‘ ‘91ht1+1($) da.
t1
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Applying 46) with o = 1 and the dominated convergence theorem yields

lim inf |4 (¢)|e Mt —He
t—o00
1 ti41 1 a—1
> Jim Salball0* [ [l (0) = el e b )]
t1
1 ti+1 A\ A\ a—1
— §a|92||91|a*1/ e Mt (1 e )‘htﬁl(x) dz.
ty
Thus
|I4(t)] = e MeHem o (3.57)
for 0105 # 0. Combining (B51), (350) and (351) together, we have
e M T < Li(0)] < |I(01, 02, 11,81 + 1) < e M (3.58)

for 6102 # 0. Since I(61,02,t1,t1 +t) — 0 as t — oo, it follows from B9) that Ry, (¢) ~
—K(Gl,eg,tl,tl + t)[(91,92,t1,t1 + ﬁ); hence m holds. O

Remark 2 One says that a symmetric a-stable process X (t) exhibits long-range dependence
if for any ¢t; € R,

i ’Rtl(n)’ = 0, (3.59)
n=0

where Ry, (t) is defined by B3)). It is obvious that LTFmSM and LTmFSM are not long-
range dependent, but they exhibit semi-long-range dependence, that is, for A > 0 sufficiently
small, the sum [B.59) is large, and it tends to infinity as A — 0. Therefore, LTFmSM and
LTmFSM provide two useful alternative models for data that exhibit strong dependence.

4 Scaling property and tail probabilities

The following result shows that LTmFSM (Z8) has a nice scaling property, involving both

the time scale and the tempering. Denote by fdd equality in the sense of finite dimensional

distributions.

Proposition 5 For any scale factor ¢ > 0, it holds

dd
{Xraontet)} ™ X0

Proof. Tt is easy to see that

R (4.60)
Gy an(ct,cx) = ™2 Gy,, oot o).

Notice that dZ, (c z) has control measure c=dx. Given t1 < ta < ... < tn, a change of variable
x = cx’ then yields

(XHcti,a7>\(Cti) 1= 1, ,n)

(/jo GHMi,Ot’,\(cti,:E)dZa(x) =1, ,n)

(/ GH.,, an(cti,cx’)dZo(ca') i =1, ,n)

— 00
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o0
4 (/ cHthéGHct“aycA(ti,:c’) cédZa(z/) ci=1, ,n)
— 00

oo

= (e / Gty er (b2 )iZo(a) 11 = 1,oom)
— 00

= (CHCtiXHCti,a,C)\(ti) 1= 1, ...,n),

where £ indicates equality in distribution. So that (£.60) holds. O

We say that a stochastic process X (t), t € I, is stochastic Holder continuous of exponent
B € (0,00) if it holds

limsup  P(|X(t) — X(v)| > Clt —v|’) =0

twel, |t—v|—0

for a positive constant C. It is obvious that if X (u) is stochastic Hélder continuous of
exponent (1, then X (u) is stochastic Holder continuous of exponent 32 € (0, 51].

The following proposition shows that LTFmSM is stochastic Hélder continuous. Denote
a A'b=min{a,b}.

Proposition 6 There is a number C, depending only on a,b,\ and H, such that for all
t,v e R and any y > 0,

P(‘XH,a(z),)\(t) — XH,a@)A (V)] > y) <

e (|t L L . v|Hb) (4.61)

In particular, {{-61) implies that for any B € (0, Ha/b) and all t,v satisfying |t —v| < 1,

P(‘XH,a(z),)\(t) — XH,a(2) (V)

> |t~ ) < CJt — o1,
which implies that X g o (2),A(t) is stochastic Hélder continuous of exponent 3 € (0, Ha/b).

Proof. By Proposition 2.3 of Falconer and Liu [7], it follows that for any y > 0,

P ([t X0 21

> G t -G a(z)
< Cl/ ‘ H,a(m)y)\( ,(E) H,a(z),/\(’uax) dr
G [~ ()
Sy /_OO Crta@at2) = Crawava)| do, (4.62)

where G'g o(2),2(t, ) is defined by (2.8). Without loss of generality, we assume that ¢ > v.
Then

a(z)

de =1 + I, (463)

/ ‘GH,a(x),)\(ta :E) - GH,a(z),/\(Ua -T)

where

a(z)

Il - / ‘GH,Q(I),)\(ta-T) - GH,a(z),/\(Ua-T) d.’L‘,

t
I, = / e—)\a(z)(t—m) (t _ .’L')Ha(z)_ldl'.
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Using the inequality |z + y|* < 2%(Jz|* + |y|®) for all 2,y € R and any a > 0, we have

I < A4(Ii + L),

where
! —A(t—x) H—— —\(t—z) H——L a(z)
I = ’6 (t—z)" o —e (w—a) 5@ | da,
U Ao H-—-t  _Aw-2) He—|2(®)
s = e (v—2a)" @ —e (v—2a)" @ dz.
Let h =t — v. We deduce the following estimation of I; :
N L _ 1 jol@)
111 S / (t — ;C)Hia(lm) — (’U — :L-)H a(lm) dx
v H——L_ H— L a(z)
< (h+v—2)" @ — (v—x)" =@ dx
v v—a\H-=tm v—a\H-=m |2@) oo
= 1 ) _ ( ) h a(x) d
/_oo ( T h v
a(v—hu)

=/ }(1 N e L e pHo(v=h) g,
0

o H-—L1— Ho—1
S ‘(1 J’_u) a(v—hu) __ u a(v—hu)
0

a(v—hu)

du (hH“ + th)
<Cu (|t — o+t — ’U|Hb).

Next, we estimate I12. Notice that |[e™* — e Y| < |x — y| for x,y > 0. Substitute u =v — x
to see that for A > 0,

[ 1 Ha(z)=1 _ja(e)(v—2)|  —A(t—v) (=)
I = /_OOW(AQ(QU)(U—:E)) e e —1} dx
v Ha(xz)—-1
< (o / (/\oz(:c)(v - z)) e @) (=) i {(t — v)o‘(z), 1}dz

< Oy min{|t —0|%, 1} / (Aa(v — u)u)Ha(v—u)—le—/\a(v—u)udu
0

<C . t—ole 1 A Ha—1_—)Aau d
< 12mln{| v|?, } ; JQ@’,E]{( au) e } u
< Ci3 min{|t—v|a,1}. (4.64)

It is obvious that if A = 0, then I;2 = 0, and thus ([@64) holds obviously for all A > 0. By
simple calculations, we get

t
IQS/(t—z)H”‘(I)fldz

f;(tfx)H“’ldz ift—v<1

IN

fj_l(t—ZE)Hb_ld&E—f—ﬁt_l(t—x)H“_ldx ift—ov>1

< C4(|t —fHe 4 - U|Hb).
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Returning to (£63), we obtain

a(z)

/ ‘GH,a(z),)\(tv'r) - GH,oz(z),k(vv'r) dz

e (|t — o[ 4 |t — v]#® + min {|t — e, 1})

< CG(|t7v|H“+ |tfv|Hb). (4.65)
Hence, for y > 0,
Cr
T

This completes the proof of Proposition O
The following proposition shows that LTmFSM is also stochastic Hoélder continuous.

P(‘XH,oz(z),/\(t) — X022 (V)

>y) < (1t = vl e + ¢ — v ™).

Proposition 7 Let A > 0. There is a number C depending only on a,b, o and A\, such that
for all z >0,

P([Xman(®) ~ Ximan(s)| 2 2) < S (16— sl 4 [H - H[7)  (466)

for all t,s € R satisfying t > s. In particular, if Hy is v— Holder continuous, that is
‘Ht—HS‘ <Clt—s|"  fort,s satisfying |t — s| <1,
then ([{-60]) implies that for any B € (0, min{a,~v}) and all t,s € R satisfying |t — s| <1,
P ([ Xrpan(t) = Xt an(s)]| 2 |t = 5)7) < C (|t = 520 4 |t = 520-7),
which implies that X, o x(t) is stochastic Holder continuous of exponent 5 € (0, min{a,~v}).

Proof. By Proposition 1.2.15 of Samorodnitsky and Taqqu [I1], it follows that for z > 0,

ZZ)

P(’Xﬂt,a,A(t) — X, ax(5)

< Cooy / " [Grart2) — G (s.2)| (4.67)
Using the inequality for any a > 0,
[z 4y + 2" <3%(|2|* + [y* + [2]%), z,y,2 €R,
we have
/OO (Grtnan(t,2) = Grtoan(s,2)| do < 3% + L+ Iy), (4.68)
where

I = / e MNP (¢ — :I:)ft_Z e Jc)ft_Z dz,

o) 1 e
I, = / e M) (g x)ft « e MemP(g x)fs “| dux,

&
I

/ e N () A gy g,
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It is easy to see that
I <2%(In + Li2), (4.69)

where

I, = / e Mm@ (p x)ft_é — e M)t (g — :E)ft_i dx

— 00

1

i _ _1
Iy = / }e_/\(t_m”(s - x)ft A - x)ft o| dx.

_1
Let h = t —s > 0. Notice that [(1 + u)Ht “ —yHiw| < 28uH a1 4 — co. Then we
deduce the following estimation of I :

t 1 |&

+

t _ H,—L1 _ Hi—L«a

_ —da(t—z) (1 $ SC) o (S SC) o thafld
/.. T n)s !

:/ e—)\ah(l—i-u) (1 +U)Ht—§ _uft—é BH g,

1

) 1 1«
S / eanh(lJru) (1 +U)Ht . ft é du tha

-1
S Clthta = Cll|t - S|Hta. (470)

Next, consider the item I15. Substitute © = s — x and then w = A to see that for A > 0,

Iip = / (S . z)aHtflef)\a(sfz) ef)\(tfs) 1 ad:c

< / (s — z)Hi—lemrals—0) gy min{(t —9)%, 1}
= / uHe == U gy min {(t —5)%, 1}
0
< Clgmin{|t — s, 1}, (4.71)

where the second line of the last inequalities follows by the inequality |e™ — e Y| < |z — y|
for all z,y > 0. It is obvious that if A = 0, then I;2 = 0. Thus (@TI]) also holds for A = 0.
Combining (£69), [@.70) and (A1) together, we get

I < Cl(|t—s|0‘Ht +min{|t75|a,1}). (4.72)

In the sequel, we give the estimations of I3 and I3. Without loss of generality, we assume
that Hy > H,. By some simple calculations, we get

I, = / e~ rals—2) (s — :E)Ht_é —(s— z)HS_é dr

— 00

o0 (e
_ / e*/\auufl‘th — | du
0

o
_ / e—kozu
0

< Cy|H; — H,|", (4.73)

[e3

H; — H,| u®o=1|logu|®du
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where Hy € [Hg, H;]. Similarly, we have
I < C3|H, — H,|". (4.74)

Combining the inequalities ([A68), (£72), [@13) and (L£74) together, we obtain

(03

/ }GHt,a,A(t, z) — Gu, an(s,2)| dx

< CafJt = s min {1 — 5[, 1} + [H, — H[")

< C5(|t — s|*He 4 |H, — HS}“). (4.75)
Returning to (£E7), we get for z > 0,

G o
P(| X an(t) = Xu,an(s)| 2 2) < Zo (|t = | + | H, — H[").

This completes the proof of Proposition [ O

5 Absolute moments

We estimate the absolute (incremental) moments of the LTFmSM.

Proposition 8 If0 < p < a, then there exists a number Cy, depending only on a,b, A and
H, such that for all t,v € R and |t —v| > 1,

p
E[‘XH,a(z),)\(t) - XH,a(z),A(U)‘p] < (1 + afp) |t — o],
Proof. When |t — v| > 1, using Proposition [d, we deduce that

E UXH,a(z),A(U - XH,a(m),/\(v)‘p}

= p/ yp_lp(’XH,a(ac),)\(t) - XH,a(z),/\(/U)’ > y) dy
0

1 [e’e]
Sp(/ yp*lderCl/ yp*l*“dy)lt*leb
0 1
§02(1+L)|t7v|ﬂb.
a—p

This completes the proof of Proposition [§l a

The next proposition gives an estimate for the absolute (incremental) moment of the
LTmFSM.

Proposition 9 If 0 < p < «, then there is a number C' depending only on p,a,b and A,
such that for all t,s € R satisfying t > s,

200+ ).

E[|Xn, () = X, an(s)]'] < (1+
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Proof. Using Proposition [l we have for any ¢ > 0,

E“XHt,a,/\(t) — XHS,a,/\(S)‘p:|
=p [ ([ Xm0 = Xt 9] = v)
0
1 o0
Sp/ yp_lderCl/ y’)‘l_ady(lt—ﬂam+\Ht—Hs!a)
0 £
-

— P %g%a(n — s|*H: 4 |H; — Hs]a).

Taking & = max{|t — s|"*, |H, — H,|}, we get

2C
B[ [Xm0a(t) = Xiran )] < (14 =5 ) (It = sl 4 | He — 7).
which gives the desired inequality. O
For LFmSM, Le Guével and Lévy Véhel [§] have investigated the asymptotic behaviour
of E[|X(t+7)— X(t)|"],r — 0, for some positive constant > 0. The following proposition
gives a result similar to the one of Le Guével and Lévy Véhel for LTFmSM.

Proposition 10 For each t € R satisfying Ha(t) # 1 and all v € (0,a), it holds

E[1X 1 amalt+7) — Xi i)
lim (X a@A(t+7) = X a@a(O)]]

r—0+ rvH - F(’y’t)’

where
1— 1

> H——L Ho—qa@) \7/°W 27~ o
o =( [ Ja-al - ] ) (=)

v umrt sin?(u)du

and I'(t) = [y o'~ te™"dx is the gamma function.

Proof. Notice that for all v € (0,a) and all v € [0, 1),

X a@)a(t — Xt o) A(t
E|| Ho@AE ) H,<>,A()H
r

> Xy oz a(t — XH o)A (t
_ 7/ z”‘lP(’ Ha@(t+7) H, ()’A()’Zz)dz.
0

rH

Notice that X o), (t) is H—localisable to X defined by (8.83) (cf. Proposition [9 whose
proof does not involve Proposition [[0)). Thus

Xttt +7) = X a@alt
P(‘ Ho@AETT) H*<>’*()}22)—>P(1X(1)]2z), r—0.

rH

By Proposition @l for z large enough,

p (’ Xi,a@At+7) = X a@) (1) ‘
H
,
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Hence, by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we have

lim EH XH,a(ac),)\(t + T) - XH,a(z),/\(t) ‘71|
r—0+ rH
= 7/ 271 P(\Xu)] > z)dz
0
=E[|x1)]

e e R Rl ()

v JoS umr " sin® (u)du’

where X is «(t)-stable. We refer to Property 1.2.17 of Samorodnitsky and Taqqu [I1] for
the last line of the last equality. a

6 Sample path properties

When Ha > 1 with a > 1, the following proposition implies that every LTFmSM process
has an a.s. Holder continuous version.

Proposition 11 If Ha > 1 with a > 1, then for any 0 < 8 < H — 1/a, X o(x)\(t) has
a continuous version such that its paths are almost surely f— Hélder continuous on each
bounded interval.

Proof. Recall that

o0

GH,oz(z),k(ta ZL')dMa(SC)

XH.a@)a(t) = /

By (@.63]), we have for |t —v| <1,
o0 o(x) Ha
/ ’GH,oz(m),A(ta ZL') - GH,oz(z),k(vv'r)‘ dx < Cl|t - ’U| . (676)

By Proposition 3.1 of Falconer and Liu [7], X o(z),x(t) has a continuous version such that
its paths are almost surely §—Holder continuous on each bounded interval, where 0 < § <
(Ha —1)/a. O

Recall that a stochastic process X(t),t € T, on a probability space (£2, F,P) is called
separable if there is a countable set T* C T and an even {2y € F with P(§25) = 0, such that
for any closed set F' C R we have

{w: X@t)eF, vteT*}\{w:X(t)eF, VteT} C .

See Chapter 9 of Samorodnitsky and Tagqu [I1] for more details.
When H:;a < 1 and A > 0, the following proposition shows that every separable version
of LTmFSM process has unbounded paths.

Proposition 12 If Hia < 1 and A > 0, then for any separable version of the LTmFSM
process, we have for any interval (c, d),

P({w: sup | Xa,,an(t)| = oo}) =1.

te(c,d)
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Proof. We may assume that (¢, d) is bound. Consider the countable set T* := QN][e, d], where
Q denotes the set of rational numbers. Since 7™ is dense in [c, d], there exists a sequence of
numbers {t, }nen € T%, such that for any x € [¢, d], t,, — = as n — oo. Therefore, it holds

f(T%x) .= sup GHt’a,,\(t,x)’ > sup |Gu, on(tn, )| = fo(T"2) =00, n— 0.

teT* tn,eT*

Thus fcd f*(T*;2)dx = oo, and this contradicts Condition (10.2.14) of Theorem 10.2.3 in

Samorodnitsky and Taqqu [II]. Therefore, the stochastic process {Xm, .2} does not have

a version with bounded paths on the interval (¢, d), and this completes the proof. O
For LTmFSM process with Hya > 1, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 13 Assume that Hy is y—Hélder continuous, v > 1/«, that is
|Hi — Hy| < CJt — 5| (6.77)

for t,s € R satisfying |t — s| < 1. If amin{a,v} > 1, then for any 0 < f < min{a,~v} —
1/a, Xm, ax(t) has a continuous version, such that its paths are almost surely S—Hélder
continuous on each compact set.

Proof. By Proposition [@ and (677), we have for any 0 < p < « and all ¢, s satisfying
B[ Xuaa(t) = Xnan()["] < C1(jt = sl + |1, — H,]")
< C’2<|t —s[Pr 4|t — s|p'y).

The Kolmogorov continuity theorem implies that X, o x(t) has a continuous version, such
that its paths are almost surely S—Holder continuous on each compact set, 0 < [ <
(pmin{a,v} — 1)/p. Let p — a. We completes the proof of Proposition [[3 O

Remark 8 For LmFSM, Ayache and Hamonier [2] have obtained the uniform pointwise
Holder exponent of X, o.a(t). By Theorem 8.1 of Ayache and Hamonier [2], it is easy
to see that when a >+, the 8 in Proposition 13 cannot exceed v — 1/a.

Denote by

~ X t - X t
Hi(w) = sup {7: lim Xt a@at+7w) Ho@ W) = 0}

r—0 |T|7
the pontwise Hélder exponent of the LTFmSM X o(),2(¢) at t.

Proposition 14 If Ha > 1 with a > 1, then ﬁt (w) > H — 1/a almost surely.

Proof. Tt follows by Proposition [IT} O
Let

)7 _ RRT |XHt7a,/\(t+T’w) _XHt,a)\(taw)l _
Hi(w) = sup {7 : }13(1) o =0

be the pontwise Holder exponent of the LTmEFSM Xg, o 2(-) at ¢.

Proposition 15 Assume that Hy is y—Hélder continuous, v > 1/c«. If amin{Hy,,v} > 1
for some tg € R, then Hy, (w) > min{Hy,, v} — 1/a almost surely.

Proof. Since H; is continuous, we have for any € > 0, there exists a § > 0 such that for all
s € [to— 0, to+ 0], it holds H, € [Hy, — e, Hy, +¢]. If amin{Hy,,v} > 1, by an argument
similar to the proof of Proposition[I3] then for any 0 < 8 < min{H;,—e,v}—1/a, X1, a1 ($)
has a continuous version, such that its paths are almost surely S—Hdélder continuous on
s € [to — 0, to+0]. Thus if @ min{Hy,,~} > 1, then H;,(w) > min{Hy;, —&,7} — 1/« almost
surely. The claim follows by the fact that € can be arbitrary small. a
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7 Hoélder continuity of quasi norm

Denote by

©  GH.a(e) A (t, x) jol2)
HXH,a(z),/\(t) = {y >0: / ‘%/\() dr = 1}

for t € R. Then H ‘a is a quasi norm. In particular, if a(xz) = p > 1 for a constant p, then
[| Xt ,p2(t)]]p is the LP(R) norm of Gy pa(t, z). Moreover, when a(x) = « for a constant
a € (0,2], then it holds

oo N 1/«
_ (_1OgE|:eiXH,a,>\(t)})1/ — (/ ‘GH7Q,/\(1§,$)‘ dw) )

see Meerschaert and Sabzikar [9].
The next proposition implies that the quasi norm of LTFmSM process is Holder contin-
uous in time ¢.

[rr.an®

Proposition 16 There are two positive numbers ¢ and C, depending only on a,b, A and H,
such that
clt = ol < || Xipa@a®) = Xia@a®)|| <C = ol

for all t,v € R satisfying |t —v| < 1.
Proof. Denote by p = HXH,a(x),A(t) - XH,a(z),A(U)‘ ‘a. Assume that t > v, and write

a(z)

/ ’GH,a(ac),)\(ta -T) - GH,a(m),)\(’Ua :C) dz

t
> / e—ka(m)(t—z)(t _ :C)Hoz(m)—ldx

t
> efAb(tfv)/ (t - x)Ha(I)71d1'

t
> e—/\b(t—v)/ (t - x)Hb—ldx

v

1
S gL 4 \Hb
ze Ut

uniformly for all ¢,v € R satisfying |t — v| < 1. Therefore, we have

a(z)

o G a(x ta _G al(x )
1 :/ ‘ H,a(x)A(t,T) H,a(z),A (U, T) du
— P
[e’s) a(m) 1 1
> ’G a2t ) — G oy a(v, T dx min{ —, —
/_OO Ha(@) A6 2) = GHa@ (v, ) {pa pb}

1 1 1
Z eiAbe(t*’U)Hb min{p—a,ﬁ}.

The last inequality implies the lower bound of p. By ([£6H]), we have

oo a(x)
/ ’GH,a(z),)\(tv'r) - GH,oz(z),k(vv'r)’ dx S Cl|t - U|Ha
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uniformly for all ¢,v € R satisfying |t — v| < 1. Then

1= /OO ‘GH,a(x),)\(tax) - GH,a(z),/\(Ua-T) a(z) .
oo p
o0 () 1 1
S / ‘GH,a(x),)\(ta -T) - GH,a(z),/\(Ua -T) dx ma'X{p_aa ﬁ}
Ha 1 1
< Oyt — v max{—,—b}, (7.78)
p* p
whenever |t —v| < 1. Inequality ([Z.78) implies the upper bound of p. O

When ¢ = b and 1/a < H < 1, Proposition [I6 reduces to Lemma 4.2 of Meerschaert and
Sabzikar [9]. Hence Proposition [I8] can be regarded as a generalization of this lemma.

The next proposition implies that the quasi norm of LTmFSM process is Holder contin-
uous in time ¢.

Proposition 17 There exist two positive numbers ¢ and C, depending only on a,b, A and
a, such that

cft =™ < || Xntan®) = Xnr.an(s)

’a§0(|t—s|Hf+|Htst|) (7.79)

for all t,s satisfying 0 < s <t < s+ 1.

Proof. From the poof of Proposition [7 we have
/OO }GHMA(t,z) - GHt’a,A(v,x)rd:c < (It = sl 4 |H, - H,|%)
<204 max{|t — S|QH‘, ‘Ht - Hs‘a}.
Hence,

HXHtﬁay,\(t) — Xpan(v)

] g(201>1/“(Itfsle+|Htst|),

which gives the desired upper bound in ([T79)).
Next, consider the lower bound of || Xg,,ax(t) — XHs,a,A(5>||a- Write

o t
de/

t
> e—)\a(t—s)/ (t - :C)Hta_ldl'

e M) (4 :E)Ht_é "o

/ ‘GHt,a,A(t, r) = G, ax(8T)

t
> ef)\a(tfs)/ (t—.T)Hta71d$

1

> oA t— Hio
=¢ HtOé( S)
1
> o~ t— Hio
= ba( 2
uniformly for all ¢, s satisfying s < t < s 4 1. Therefore, we have
1\1/
Xt an®) = Xnran(s)|| = e (o) s,
« (0%
which gives the desired lower bound in (7.79). O

For a € (0, 1], the next proposition shows that the upper bound of (Z79) is also exact.
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Proposition 18 Assume « € (0,1] and tg > 0. Then there is a positive number c, depending
only on a,b, \,ty and o, such that

HXHMA(t) — X an(s) ’a > ¢ (|t — M 4 |H, — HS|) (7.80)

for all t,s satisfying to < s <t<s+1.

Proof. If |t — s/t > cllHt — HS’ for some ¢; > 0, depending only on a,b, A\, tg and «, then
(C79)) implies (Z.80). Otherwise, we have

|Hy — Hq |/t — s — o0 (7.81)

as |t — s| = 0. Applying the inequality

2" = lyl*| < Jo —yl*, 2,y e Randa e (0,1),

we have

(e

/ ’GHt,a’A(t,x)—GHs,a’A(s,z) dx

9]
)

S
>/
0

[e3

’e"wt_l)(t — )T a — e A0 (g — Yoo | gy

e—)\(t—z)(t o ;L')Ht_é B e—/\(s—m)(s B :C)Ht—é

(e

+ ef)\(sfm)(s _ z)Hf*é _ e*)\(sfac)(s B :C)Hsfé da

[e3%

e

_/ ‘e—)\(t—z)(t C )ik e ANema) (g g Himd
0

By the mean value theorem and ([@72]), the last inequality implies that for « € (0, 1] and all
t,s satisfying 0 < s <t <s+1,

/.

> / el (g gyeHo=1 Jog(s — )| da ‘Ht — H,
0

[e3%

dzx

GHna,)\(ta x) - GHaa,)\(S’ 'T)

o
— Cu|t — SlaHt

[0
> COO‘Ht — H,| —Cql|t—s|*Ht

where cpo, C11 > 0 depending only on a, b, A, tg and «. By (Z&])), it follows that for « € (0, 1],

(0%

)

/ ‘GHtaOt)\(t"T) - GHS,CL)\(Sa:E)‘ d(E Z C‘Ht - Hs

where ¢ > 0 depending only on a,b, A, tg and a. Therefore (Z.80) holds. O
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8 Localisability and strong localisability

Recall that a stochastic process X (t),t € R, is said to be h—localisable at u (cf. Falconer

!’

[3l4]), with h > 0, if there exists a non-trivial process X, called the tangent process of X
at u, such that

X - X
Jim AUt T”g (W) 1dd 1), (8.82)
\0 r

where "2 stands for convergence in finite-dimensional distributions.
The following proposition shows that LTFmSM is H —localisable.

Proposition 19 Assume that a(zx) is continuous on R. When 1/a < H < 1, the LTFmSM
process XH,a(z),A(t) is H—localisable at w with local form

X(t) = /jo (0= )} ™™ — ()T a2 ) (8.83)

where dZq () () is a symmetric a(u)—stable random measure.

Proof. Given u; < ug < ... < uq, denote

XHyaﬁ,\(u + ruk) — XHﬁay)\(u)
Sr(uk) = TH

forr >0and k=1,....,d. Then

E |:€i ZZ:1 ek‘sr(uk)}

d
o a(x)
= exp{ — / ‘ g Opr—H (GH’O‘(Z))\(U + rug, ) — GH,Q(Z))\(U,SC)) dz}.
0 k=1

Let x = u + rz. It follows that

d
0 a(z)
/ ’ ZokriH (GH,oz(m),A(u+Tuk;z) - GH,oz(m),k(uaz)) dx
T k=1
o0 d 1 1 a(u+trz
:/ ’Zok (efm(urm(uh —z)f_“(“—*”) 7efm(7z)+(7z)f—m) (utrz) N
T k=1
Recall that «(z) € [a,b] is a continuous function on R. Thus
a(u+rz)

Zd Ar( ) H- e Ar(—2) H- s
hm‘ 9 (67 (U —2)4 u — 2z a(u+rz _67 T(—2)+ —z a(u rz)
r—0 po k (uk )+ ( )+
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It is obvious that for z < min{u;,0} —1,0<r < 1land 1/a < H <1,

d H—— 1 H—1 N (a(utrz)
’ Z 0 (67/\7“(71&72)4r (Uk - Z)+ autrz) 67/\T(7Z)+(7Z)+ a(u+rz))
k=1
d ) L ja(utrz)
<N 10T e (uy, — 2) T AT — ()T A
k=1
d . L jelutre)
< |9k|oz(u+rz)e)\r|uk| (uk _ Z)H_m o (7Z)H—a(u+n)
k=1
d «
<3 (1001 + 108 )N sup (g — 21— =zt
=1 a€la,b]

—1—a

1@ Ha
< H— 5‘ (min{ul,O} - Z) (Jur|* + lux "),

M=

(18617 + 161]) X

ke
Il
_

and that for z > min{u;,0} — 1 and 0 <7 < 1,

a(u+rz)

d
H-—1 H——1
‘ E 05, (e—kr(uk—z)Jr(uk _ 2)+ a(utrz) e—Ar(—z)Jr(_Z)Jr a(u+rz))
k=1

d
|9k|a(u+rz) (e—)\r(uk—z)Jroz(u—i-rz) (Uk . z)Ha(qurz)fl + e_,\r(_z)+a(u+rz)(_z)fa(qurz)fl)
1

IN

+

IN

M= M- T

a(u+rz Ha(u+rz)— Ha(u+rz)—
|9k| (u+ )((Uk—z)+ (utrz) 1+(_z)+ (utrz) 1)

< 3 (101 + 1081 (Car = 2T+ (g = 2070 (=)o 4 (—2) ),

b
Il
—

The dominated convergence theorem implies that

lim E {ei Zzzl G’CST(U’“)}

r—0

el et
0 k=1

= B[ Xkes X,

where X (+) is defined by (B383)). By Lévy’s continuous theorem, we have
. fdd
}1_{%5}(1%) = X(uk)

Thus X o)1 (), t € R, is H-localisable at u to X (-) defined by (8.83). O
Recall that X (¢),t € R, is said to be h-strongly localisable at u to X/,(v) with h > 0 (cf.
Falconer and Liu [7]), if the convergence in (882) occurs in distribution with respect to the
metric of uniform convergence on bounded intervals, and X and X have versions in C(R)
(the space of continuous function on R).
The next proposition shows that when 1/a < H < 1, the LTFmSM is H-strongly local-
isable.
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Proposition 20 Assume that o(z) is continuous on R. When 1/a < H < 1, the process
XH,a(2)A(t) is H—strongly localisable at u to the LFESM defined by (8.83).

Proof. By Theorem 3.2 of Falconer and Liu [7], it is sufficient to prove that for each bounded
interval J, there is a positive ro such that for any r € (0,rg),

de < C |t —v|*H, t,v € J,

/OO ’ GH,a(m),)\(u + 1, ‘T) B GH,a(z),/\(u + 1, :C) ’a(x)
H

—00 r

where C' is a constant. Indeed, by ([6H), for any 0 < r < min{1/|t — v|, 1}, we have

o GH,oz(m),k(u + rt, :L') - GH,a(z),)\(u + v, :L') ()
o ’ rH .
1 ° a(z)
=y | ’GH@@M(“ +71,2) = Gra@a(lutrv,e)|  de
1 a a
_TTQC|Tt—Tv|H =C|t —ov|*".
This completes the proof of Proposition O

When A =0 and 1/a < H < 1+1/b—1/a, Falconer and Liu proved that Xz o (a),0(t),t €

R, is H—strongly localisable, see Proposition 4.3 of [7]. Now Proposition20lextends the result
of Falconer and Liu.
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